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RECEIVED 
CENTRAL FAX CENTER 

DEC 1 4 2005 

DOCKET NO. 3822-005-27 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

IN RE APPLICATION OF: Michael L. PALMER ART UNIT: 2143 

SERIAL NO.: 10/006,236 EXAMINER: David England 

FILING DATE: December 1 0, 200 1 

FOR: NEWS AND OTHER INFORMATION DELIVERY SYSTEM 

AND METHOD 

PROPOSED AGENDA 

Applicants respectfully propose the following agenda for the personal interview to be 
conducted on December 15 \ 2005 at 1:30 p.m. regarding the above-captioned application: 

1) Applicants would like clarification from the examiner as to basis for rejection of 
claim 13. (This point is related to point 2 below; what I am hoping is this claim will help 
highlight the differences between a content list and a database for the examiner). 

2) Applicants would like to discuss differences between the "content list" of the 
invention and the database discussed in the Buist '282 patent. In particular, we would like to 
draw the examiner's attention to the description of the "content list" in the specification at 
page 3, lines 15-22 and in Figures 5, 6a and 6b of the application. 

3) Applicants would also like to discuss the differences between feed and field 
stations discussed in the application, which direct content to end users, and the Buist system, 
in which content is requested by the end users. See, e.g., the description at page 72, lines 8- 
22 in the application and the flowchart of Fig. 33 of Buist at steps 3310 and 3315. 
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